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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 April 2010 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 
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SUPPLEMENTAL DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office action replaces the previous Office action mailed on October 7, 201 0 
to address issues not addressed therein, particularly consideration of claims 16 and 17 
with respect to prior art. Any inconvenience caused by this omission is regretted. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
April 7, 2010 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12, 2 nd paragraph 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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In claim 16, lines 6-7, the recitation "located between the saw blade and the 
lifting rod" is vague and indefinite as to what is being set forth, particularly as to how the 
bracing means is considered to be "between" the saw blade and the lifting rod. 

In claim 17, line 2, the recitation "project out" is vague and indefinite since it is not 
clear how a recess can project out of something; in lines 2-3, the recitation "bracing 
means of the contact face" is vague and indefinite as to what is being set forth (is it 
intended to means "relative to"?). 

Claims 18-22 are vague and indefinite as to what is being set forth because they 
each ultimately depend from a canceled claim. 

In claim 18, lines 2-3, the recitation "at a reverse edge of the cutting edge" is 
vague and indefinite since it is not clear what structure is being set forth (e.g., the 
cutting edge is an edge and thus it is not clear as to what it the reverse edge thereof). 

In claim 22, line 3, the recitation "facing the saw blade" renders the claim vague 
and indefinite since the invention is being positively defined in terms of the saw blade 
which is not positively set forth as part of the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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6. Claims 2, 3, 5, 1 9, 20, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Godfrey et al., pn 3,155,128. 

Godfrey discloses a handheld power saw with every structural limitation of the 
claimed invention including: 

a lifting rod (e.g., any of the rods disclosed thereby including 64); a saw blade 
(e.g., B) connected with said lifting rod and movable in an oscillating motion; coupling 
means (e.g., 80) for retaining and driving said saw blade and connecting said saw blade 
to said lifting rod; a guide assembly (14) for guiding the oscillation motion (16) of the 
saw blade (12), wherein said guide assembly includes at least one lateral bracing 
means (e.g., see Fig. 5) for shielding said coupling means from shear forces acting on 
said saw blade, wherein said bracing means is located in a region of said coupling 
means (e.g., as best understood, Godfrey discloses such a structure) and directly guide 
said saw blade during its oscillating motion; 

[claim 2] wherein the bracing means is configured for bracing on both sides 
against shear forces on the saw blade; 

[claim 3] wherein the bracing means is configured as a slide bearing; 

[claim 5] wherein the bracing means forms a two-dimensional contact face; 

[claim 19] wherein two lateral bracing means are provided; 

[claim 20 (from 19) and claim 23] wherein in an installed state of the saw blade 
the two lateral bracing means are located mirror-symmetrically beside the saw blade 
(e.g., each one of 88 and 90 includes lateral structures/portions/members that are 
integral with one another and are located mirror-symmetrically beside the saw blade). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102/103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject 
matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions 
covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is 
advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as obvious over Godfrey et al., pn 3,1 55,1 28. 

Godfrey discloses a handheld power saw with every structural limitation of the 
claimed invention including: 

[claim 6 (from 5)] characterized in that the contact face has a length of at least 2 
cm in a longitudinal direction of the saw blade. 

For example, providing the saw in a particular saw having the appropriate 
dimensions will result in the claimed contact face length. 
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In the alternative, if it is argued that Godfrey does not explicitly disclose the 
claimed length, to provide such a contact face length would be the mere discovery of 
the optimum or workable ranges within the general conditions of the prior art by routine 
experimentation and therefore obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
9. Claim 18, as understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
Godfrey et al., pn 3,1 55,1 28 or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as obvious 
over Godfrey et al., pn 3,155,128 in view of Odendahl et al., pn 5,644,847. 

Godfrey discloses a handheld power saw with every structural limitation of the 
claimed invention including: 

[claim 18 (from 24)] wherein the pressure roller (e.g., 82) guides the saw blade at 
a reverse edge of a cutting edge (e.g., as best understood). 

In the alternative, if it is argued that the roller 82 is not capable of performing 
applicant's intended claimed function wherein applicant intends that the pressure roller 
contacts the blade, the Examiner takes Official notice that such pressure rollers are old 
and well known in the art and provide various well known benefits including stabilizing 
or bracing the movement of the saw blade, particularly when faced with forces applied 
during cutting. Odendahl discloses an example of such a pressure roller (e.g., see 
Figs. 5 and 7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to provide such a pressure roller on the saw of Godfrey to gain the well known 
benefits including those described above. 
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10. Claims 16 and 17, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Wagner, pn 
4,656,742. 

Wagner discloses a handheld power saw with every structural limitation of the 
claimed invention including: 

a coupling means (e.g., see Fig. 6) for retaining and driving a saw blade (e.g., 7) 
and connecting the saw blade to a lifting rod (e.g., 23) in an installed state of the saw 
blade, and a guide assembly (e.g., see Fig. 8) for guiding an oscillating motion of the 
saw blade, wherein the guide assembly includes at least one lateral bracing means 
(e.g., 42, 43, 44, 45) located between the saw blade and the lifting rod in a region of the 
coupling means and shielding the coupling means from shear forces acting on the saw 
blade, wherein the guide assembly includes a pressure roller (e.g., 39), supported in 
sliding fashion on a bolt (e.g., 41 ) and a pressure bolt (e.g., 40 and/or 38) guiding the 
saw blade, wherein the bolt and the pressure bolt are inserted in recesses which are 
provided in the bracing means; 

[claim 17] wherein the recesses (e.g., the recesses of 41) project out of an 
opposite face of the bracing means of the contact face. 

In the alternative, if it is argued that while the roller 39 is clearly supported on 
bolt, 41 , there is no clear disclosure that the pressure roller is supported in slidable 
fashion on the bolt 41 , the Examiner takes Official notice that such bearing support 
structure is old and well known in the art and provides various well known benefits 
including facilitating secure mounting of the bolt while still permitting a reduced-friction 
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guidance by the roller. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to provide such a roller bearing support configuration on the saw of 
Wagner to gain the well known benefits including that described above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . Claim 22, as understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Godfrey et al., pn 3,155,128. 

Godfrey discloses a handheld power saw with almost every structural limitation of 
the claimed invention but lacks the specific bracing means configuration as follows: 

[claim 22 (from 24)] wherein the bracing means has a rounded area in a front 
region of the bracing means facing the saw blade. 

However, the Examiner takes Official notice that it is old and well known in the art 
to provide such a rounded area for various well known benefits including to provide 
rounded edges to improve handling during assembly and to make insertion of 
associated components easier (i.e., the rounded areas provide a guide surface to 
facilitate insertion of the associated component). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art to provide such a rounded area in a front region of 
the bracing means of Godfrey to gain the well known benefits including those described 
above. 
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Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed August 7, 2010 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive as explained by the details provided in the rejections above. 

Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

1 4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clark F. Dexter whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4505. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday,Tuesday, Thursday, Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on 571-272-4502. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Clark F. Dexter/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3724 

cfd 

December 22, 2010 



